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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In the Application of ) Examiner: Kevin E. Wcddington 

) 

Susan R. Anderson et al. ) Group Art Unit: 1614 

) 

For: SHAVING SYSTEMS ) Confinnation No. 9434 

) 

Serial No: 10/692^47 ) 

) 

Filed On: October 23, 2003 ) (Our File No, 6579-0070-1) 

Middletown, Connecticut January 5, 2007 

Facsimile No.: (571) 273-8300 
Mail Stop Amendment 
Conmiissioncr for Patents 
P.O. BOX 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 

Sir: 

This paper is submitted in response to the OflBce Action mailed December 6, 2006, 
having a period for response set to expire on January 6, 2007. In the Office Action, the 
Examiner has required the election of a single invention for prosecution on the merits. The 
Examine alleges that the inventions of Group 1 (claims I -1 7, drawn to a shaving system 
comprising a blade member and a skin engaging portion in proximity to the blade) and Group 
II (claims 1 8-26, drawn to a shaving aid strip comprising a water sensitive polymer and a 
chelating agent) are independent and distinct, each from the other, because the inventions of 
Group I and Group II have acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different 
classification and separate subject matter of inventive effort. Applicant hereby elects Group 
II for prosecution. The claims readable on Group 11 are claims 1 8-26. 
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Applicant believes that the foregoing election ftiUy complies with the 0£Gcc Action 
and that aJJ claims of the application are allowable. If the Examiner believes that a telephone 
conference with Applicant's attorneys would be advantageous to the disposition of this case, 
the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned. 

Applicant believes that no fees are due with the submission of this Response. If, 
however, it is deemed that any fees are in fact due, they may be charged to Deposit Account 
No. 503342 maintained by Applicant's attomeys- 



Michaud-Duffy Group LLP 

306 Industrial Park Road, Suite 206 

Middletown, CT 06457-1532 

Tel: (860) 632-7200 

Fax: (860)632-8269 



Respectfully submitted. 



By: 



Richard R. Michaud 
Registration No. 40,088 
Attorney for Applicant 
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